H5) 

5 LQ] 

W 

I 

organ of thelKlltfdi^B^ t i on caucus 

Number 4 January | T878 $2.25 







rrm 

|aaa ja /O 
(A DOCTRINE FOR POLITICAL VICTORY) 

The State is our enemy! Generally, the people who run the State are our 
enemies! Those who willingly contribute to the State are also our enemies! There 
are many, however, who are the unwilling supporters of the State, those whose 
property is extorted but who do not,or cannot,take action to regain their stolen 
property. These victims are not our enemies but, apriori, we owe them nothing. As 
long as the victims of the State continue to endure passively, they cannot begrudge 
our temporary employment of their expropriated property to defend ourselves against 
the predations of the State. This is the Doctrine of Retaliatory Recapture. One 
who is attacked has the right to disarm his aggressor and temporarily confiscate 
the aggressor's weapons in arresting his attack. The State is an aggressor which 
uses stolen property to aggress its victims. Anyone has the right to recapture 
that property in the maintenance of self defense. 

Of course, the victims of statist theft are not culpable for the wrongs com¬ 
mitted with their property by the State. Once an individual effectively loses con¬ 
trol and formal possession over something, he logically cannot be held liable for 
the misuse of that item by someone else. The original owner of the lost property, 
however, in reasserting his claim must meet the costs incurred by those who 
effected restoration from the State. In turn, he has the prerogative to add these 
costs to a restitutional damage suit against the responsible government officials. 

Every individual has the right of self defense as a corollary of self owner¬ 
ship. In extrapolation of this premise, individuals have ethical (cont. pg. 4) 
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STEIN 


The statement below is a letter sent to the 
University of Washington Daily rebutting the 
widely-publicized rantings of the Socialist 
running-dog feminist, Gloria Steinem when she 
visited Seattle in May 1976. 

As a female anarchocapitalist about to be a mother I would like an opportunity 
to answer statements attributed to Gloria Steinem in the University Daily (May 26, 
1976). As a conscientious fighter for individual rights and for human freedom I must 
fuller disassociate myself from any affiliation with Gloria Steinem. By her own 
statements, Ms. Steinem stands for the expansion of coercive state power. Her loose, 
meandering statements not only betray a lack of intellectual discipline (which can 
only lend credance to the conservative stereotype of women as irrational) but her 
trendy espousal of welfare statism mocks any consistent approach to human liberation. 
Steinem's attacks on white males is unmitigated racism and chauvinism. Her emotion¬ 
al jingoism scapegoating males and capitalism constitutes a cheap and gross exploit¬ 
ation of serious issues to expedite her own power. The transparency of her motives 
and the quack glibness of her assertions are enough to make even the most venal used- 
car dealer blush. 

Steinem's attack on capitalism is ridiculous. Her own success in "playing the 
game" (as the whore proselytizing anti-carnal puritanism) is proof of the market 
system's ultimate generosity. Had Steinem attempted a rebellious countercultural 
enterprise such as Ms. Magazine in a state-controlled economy, she would not only have 
been denied the means, (after all, she is only "useful" in a social-democratic state) 
but more than likely would have been incarcerated in a political psychoward for her 
efforts. Her tragic myopia regarding the relation of free economics to human rights 
is betrayed in her own words. In decrying the situation of housewives she states: 

"It is the employer who benefits by getting the services of two people for the price 
of one." The real situation is better described as the employee getting paid enough 
to support two or more persons (in relative affluence I might add) while only pro¬ 
viding the product of one worker. So who is getting ripped, Steinem? 

How can this be? Because of the capital investment increasing the productivity 
of the individual and the entrepreneurial management skills of the capitalist. Cap¬ 
italism permits the wife (or husband) to sit home if she or he wants. It is reli¬ 
gion and custom which stultifies female ambition -- not a free market process. Of 
course, there are blocks against female accomplishment but most of these are the re¬ 
sult of a corporate-statist system which is the antithesis of the market system of 
which I speak. 

Steinem "hit hard" on the issue of "community responsibility" in providing 
childcare. Reportedly she opposes 'the patriarchal view of children as possessions' 
and she trumpets on that childcare is 'the right of every child' and not a privilege 
of parents. 

As a mother-to-be, and as a single parent, my view can hardly be attributed to 
patriarchalism. I consider my child, the product of my body, as an entity with a 
right to its own life but that right does not extend to the lives of others -- even 
my own. No more so does my child have an apriori claim on the product of others. 

No other human being has an ethical obligation to support my life or that of my 
child. 
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No individual has the "right" to force unconsented obligations on others and 
this includes children. Steinem's raving assertion that children have a "right" to 
childcare is a call for expropriation (more simply, theft) and involuntary servitude 
for everyone else (including other young humans attaining adult status). It should 
be obvious that there is a contradiction in proclaiming the liberation of women while 
advocating the forced imposition of childcare costs on others. Proclaiming the full 
authority of women over their own lives must be accompanied by the corollary assump¬ 
tion of full responsibility for one's actions. 

Liberty and justice are not achieved by fostering new forms of coercion and 
slavery. The ends do not justify the means. Gloria Steinem's position is one of 
institutional racism and social discrimination against white males and on non-parents. 
Her method is the antithesis of human rights. 

As reported in the Daily, Ms. Steinem has made a pile exploiting the sensation¬ 
alism of the women's liberation movement. She has exploited the disintegrated and 
disoriented psychology of a female generation often afflicated by both the subjective 
epistemology of Deweyism and the self-hate ethic of Christian altruism. This combin¬ 
ation leads to psychosis on the personal level and to authoritarianism on the poli¬ 
tical level. Rather than employing the rigor of consistent reason and bear the 
burden of confronting the vicious mass insanity and pervasive injustice of a world 
dominated by statism, mysticism, altruism and collectivism, Steinem has chosen the 
temporarily self-serving expedient of "telling them what they want to hear". She and 
other "leaders" of the women's movement play on the emotions of their followers. In 
place of affirming a consistent and enduring respect for human rights, they incite a 
hysterical gender hatred and vocalize a hastily concocted diatribe of trendy Marxism 
and Neopuritanism. 

Steinem and her ilk are the modern day witch doctors of mysticism and harbingers 
of institutional violence: they are as goulish parasites intellectually bleeding 
their helplessly confused prey into a mindless anemia. The result is a herd which 
can be wielded by a clever psychopath to trample against any element of intolerable 
individualism. I assert that Gloria Steinem epitomizes the power-seeking psychopath 
bent on manipulating her followers and subjugating all others. 


- Angela Basta 

RETALIATORY RECAPTURE (continued from front page) 

prerogative to organize in their own self defense. On the other hand, they have no 
obligation to defend the interests of others, and no more so, to defend the interests 
of others who will not or cannot defend themselves. The ethical proscription in¬ 
voked against libertarians taking over the apparatus of the State because the mater¬ 
ial means of the State are stolen, is not in keeping with reality, or with the objec¬ 
tive application of a rational egoist ethic. The apparatus of the State is so 
massive and all pervasive that there is no way in which we can avoid being crushed 
without gaining control over portions of the State. 

Those whose property is being employed to aggress others may not ethically 
make claim against the victims of the aggression. Those who willing¬ 
ly lend their property to such use are obviously owed no compensation for the defen¬ 
sive confiscation by its victims. If I loan my rifle to someone who uses it in a 
hold-up and the proprietor grabs the gun and smashes it over my associate's head, 
thereby breaking it to pieces, I have no claim against the victim of the crime. The 
only recourse I have is to hold my associate liable. Or in the case where I have 
been extorted by the IRS for certain liquid assets, I cannot make an ethical claim 
against those who would sit in Congress and spend my assets defending themselves 

(cont. on page 10) 
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The American electorate is getting more "conservative" 
but traditional conservative politics are not electing 
conservatives to office. Galen Tyler explores some of 
the reasons why this is so. He uncovers some political 
relationships with fascinating implications for the 
anti-statist movement and of chilling consequences for 
the Libertarian Party - namely - that we might all be 
better off to become Democrats! 

Political pundits in the Evergreen State are calling the recent election a turn 
to the "right". The voters defeated postcard registration and the establishment of 
a state women's commission, repealed the state sales tax on food, passed a statute 
aimed at closing down the adult entertainment industry, and almost repealed a recent 
hike of the gas tax (the results were so close that a recount was necessary). Even 
the most cursory examination would lead one to conclude that, on the issues which 
voters had to decide, the state indeed moved "right"-ward. 

Nevertheless, the voters displayed an altogether different pattern when voting 
for candidates. In Seattle's mayoral primary held four months ago, the only candidate 
who could be considered in any way conservative; Wayne Larkin, ran a poor third and 
did not qualify for the finals. This was despite the fact that Larkin's war chest of 
money was the largest of any of the six candidates entered. Charles Royer, a staunch 
liberal, eventually won the prize. Voters elected liberal Republican John Spellman 
to the office of County Executive in the state's most important county -- King. A 
conservative Republican, Harley Hoppe, finished a poor third running as an independent. 
Hoppe, it should be noted, is known as the state's leading "tax-fighter". In fact, 
the entire thrust of his campaign sought to capitalize on his sponsorship of the 
initiative ("348"— see Slomon's article on the Washington election in the last issue) 
to repeal the two-cent a gallon gas tax increase as well as his support for the 
repeal of the sales tax on food (Initiative 345). Interestingly enough, both 348 
and 345 won in King County but Hoppe lost. Everyone knew he was the "tax-fighter" -- 
his campaign billboards, yardsigns and news ads defiantly proclaimed it. 

Voters elected media-tagged "liberals" to numerous state offices such as city 
councils and school boards. One Seattle school board member, Richard Alexander, a 
nominal conservative, was nearly upset in his bid for a supposedly safe seat. The 
state shows little sign of unseating a liberal, Democratic state legislature next 
year. In Washington, unlike most other states, an income-tax is constitutionally pro¬ 
hibited. Iwice in the last ten years the state legislature has mustered the necessary 
two-thirds vote of both its houses to place an income tax constitutional amendment 
on the ballot; the first time it was beaten by two-to-orie, the second time by three- 
to-one. That a popularly elected legislative body would vote overwhelmingly to author¬ 
ize such a proposal, and that the citizenry would overwhelmingly defeat the proposal, 
and that this would occur twice, is perhaps the best illustration of liberal office¬ 
holder's lack of support among the relatively conservative electorate. And yet, as 
the conservatives keep winning on the issues, liberals keep getting elected to public 
office. The 1977 results are nothing new. So now the obvious question: if the voters 
are upset with the size and power of the state government, why do liberals keep winning? 

Incumbency and better candidate recruitment are other reasons given for this 
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paradox. While I don't deny that these indeed are contributory causes, they are in¬ 
sufficient to explain fully this phenomenon. 

The anti-statist movement is chiefly represented by three parties: Republican, 
Libertarian and American Independent. The last two are minor parties whose chief 
accomplishment seems to be garnering less than one percent of the vote in every elec¬ 
tion. The Republicans, or "GOP", is a minority party which dominates in some areas, 
but is by any estimate, a distinct minority statewide. The GOP is the party of 
"Hoover's depression", Nixon's Watergate, and Ford's pardon of Nixon, and with that 
lineup it is easy to ascertain why the GOP is not the darling of the masses; although 
the GOP is no doubt in tune with the public on many issues. 

Because Americans are skeptical of new parties and because of their dislike of 
the GOP, it is evident that the Democratic Party is the route to success in the elec¬ 
toral process. In many constituencies, not just in Washington, but across the nation, 
nomination by the Democrats is tantamount to election. The majority of the population 
in Washington, as well as the nation, is Democratic; a look at the pattern of youth 
voting does not offer promise for a significant change. 

Logic would tell one that if the majority of future office-holders will be Demo¬ 
crats, it is most opportune to use the Democratic Party as a vehicle for success in 
the electoral process. It is unnecessary to control Democratic Party organizations, 
all that is required is to successfully win the Democratic primary. In most states, 
and Washington is no exception, a party's nominees are chosen by the electorate via 
a primary rather than by a party caucus or convention. Thirty states now have some 
form of presidential primary and primaries for other offices exist in all fifty states. 
The best strategy is to win the nomination of the dominant party in one-party dis¬ 
tricts, and to win both primaries in swing districts. 

Conservatives in Washington have spent a great deal of their efforts on gaining 
control of the GOP on both the county and state level. In King County the party has 
been run by conservatives for years, the most visible was Ken Rogstad, first elected 
in the early sixties. Afterwards the conservatives have spent most of their time 
fighting one another to gain control of a debt-ridden, impotent Central Committee 
which has no bearing upon the selection of candidates; save the right to appoint 
a successor to a vacant post if a party office-holder dies or resigns during his/ 
her term. Not that the conservatives have much savvy in choosing people to fill such 
vacancies, one such appointee, Kemper Freeman, introduced a student-fee bill in the 
legislature that would, in effect, have given hundreds of thousands of dollars per 
year to left-wing causes. Despite conservative control of the county GOP, statist- 
liberals such as Rod Chandler, Lois North and Eleanor Lee are elected periodically to 
office on the Republican ticket. That the liberals are willing to use both parties 
is an important reason for their success. The only two GOP statewide officeholders. 
Secretary of State Bruce Chapman and Insurance Commissioner Dick Marquardt, are 
statist-liberals. Chapman is the author of a book The Party That Lost Its Head , 
which is a liberal criticism of the 1964 Goldwater campaign written while Chapman was 
a Ripon Society activist. (For those who are not aware, the Ripon Society is a 
group of liberal Republicans based chiefly in the Northeast). The major Republican 
figure in the last decade was Dan Evans, an ultra-liberal statist governor who served 
in that office for twelve years. The failure of the conservatives lies in their pre¬ 
occupation with organizational warfare which has little bearing upon success in the 
electoral process combined with the conservative failure to use the majority party — 
in stark contradistinction to their liberal adversaries. 

(cont. on page 17) 
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The Future Anarcho-Capitalist Military Defense 

(footnotes page 37) 

The last great conceptual stumbling-block to the 
establishment of a purely free-market anarcho- 
capitalist social order — the provision of mili¬ 
tary area-defense protection is resolved in out¬ 
line. Not only is the basis for provision of a 
non-coercive area-defense developed but the pro¬ 
vision of a system superior to the existing 
statist military "defense" system. 

The political economic theory of anarchocapitalism is derived from the irrefut¬ 
able epistemological fact of rational consciousness which is central to human identi¬ 
ty and which requires the unenfringed individual possession over physical instrument¬ 
alities for its fullest creative expression and the achievement of well being. This 
condition of human nature logically leads to the ethical premise of rational egoism 
which establishes the highest objectively discernable purpose of human existence, 
consciousness and, thus, identity, as the achievement of individual self-interest. 

Anarchocapitalism is the legal, political and economic system which most adequate¬ 
ly reflects these requirements of human nature. It correctly asserts that individuals 
have inalienable right to their own lives and justifiably acquired possessions and 
that all individuals must, as a logical consequence of rational consciousness, have 
the equal liberty to live their own lives according to their own choice free from the 
initiation of external intervention. Anarchocapitalism follows from the ethical pre¬ 
mise that no individual or group of individuals, no matter how large, may arrogate 
an ethically valid right to initiate force against the life or possessions of anyone 
else. Governments of all kinds, as they presently exist, claim a status above the 
objective ethical requirements of individuals and routinely practice legitimized 
murder, theft, slavery and extortion. Anarchocapitalism is the political-economy 
which results when no individual or group may arbitrarily rule over the life of the 
individual and in which al1 goods and services are bought and sold in the free market. 
The present system of statism which oppresses, represses and in every conceivable 
way thwarts, distorts and alienates human nature obviously does not reflect or permit 
devel ?P ment °f individual creative capacities and the achievement of 
well being. Statism, the doctrinal organizational wing of the Authoritarian Complexl, 
objectively contradicts the necessary, rational conduct of human affairs. 

The problem of anarchocapitalism is no longer primarily of philosophical defense. 
The objective inadequacies of the Authoritarian Complex's premises and the widespread 
failure of its policies and programs are a matter of record and increasingly evident 
to millions of persons. Although the elaboration and increased integration and arti¬ 
culation of libertarian philosophy must continue, the major intellectual task remain¬ 
ing is the explanation of how anarchocapitalism will function in practice. 

The Authoritarian Complex through its multifarious forms of indoctrination and 
cultural manipulation has produced profound and widespread psychological insecurities 
in the population. It has alienated vast numbers of individuals from their own cogni¬ 
tive capacities and, thus, rendered them malleable for mass expropriation at every 
level. This can only be fought by the ideological retransposition of concrete situ¬ 
ations from within what appears to be "the only and necessary way" to a "better and 
achievable way". The profound reabstracting process which has, more or less, per¬ 
mitted hundreds of thousands of persons to intellectually free themselves of the 
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Authoritarian Complex must be matched by a full retransposition of experiential con¬ 
cretes in order to complete their disalienation from themselves emotionally and 
creatively. This is true of most advanced-stage libertarians as well as the masses 
suffering the cognitive-intellectual degradations of the Authoritarian Complex. It 
is within this conceptual framework that I approach the concrete explanation of several 
important areas of "practical" applications of anarchocapitalist political-economic 
premises. Traditionally, the most difficult problem in explaining how a free market 
and ungoverned society can and will work has been in the area of security "services" 
provided by the statist system. The problem of "national defense", "domestic police 
forces" and courts have provided the "limited" and "proper" government advocates with 
a last bulwark of defense (and a springboard for intellectual attack) for the minimal 
archists ("minarchists") and worse still for the authoritarians (conservatives, 
"liberals", socialists, communists, fascists, etc.). The traditional problem of 
defensive force, security systems is the last major conceptual hurdle to a full 
acceptance of a pure anarchocapitalist system. 


The problem of military security services is easily resolvable in a planetary 
anarchocapitalist society: it becomes unnecessary. Nation states are the problem -- 
they create the artificial requirement of "national defense". The problem of "national 
defense" is, indeed, as David Friedman writes, "the hard problem"2 -- the hardest 
problem of transitional mechanics to a sane and just society, undoubtedly, an anarcho¬ 
capitalist population in North America would realistically require some sort of effect¬ 
ive organized defense against the military might of the Soviet Union and perhaps other 
national tyrannies. 


The most unrealistic approach to the problem of military area defense in an 
anarchocapitalist society is Jerome Tuccille's.3 His thesis is that the Soviet Union's 
development of nuclear weapons and its paranoid military buildup is merely a counter¬ 
reaction to the arms superiority of the United States and alliance policies abroad 
He does not understand the "world-historical" motivation of the Soviet leadership. He 
affirms naively that: "If Russia is intending to strike us a first nuclear blow, there 
can be only one logical explanation for it: fear, panic, near hysteria...". This is 
patently ridiculous wishful thinking. Since the time of Marx, through Lenin, Stalin 
and in our era, Khruschev and now Brezhnev, there has been one central motivation 
among revolutionary collectivists: to destroy the West. To win once and for all. 

Every day in the mid seventies bring us fresh evidence of the Soviet scheme to defeat 
the West by military first strike. Tuccille makes the wrong assumption so often made 
by those who are not well acquainted either with the Communist or Russian messianic 
mentalities, he says, "...we must assume that Russia...is willing to reduce us to a 
radioactive desert simply to conquer us, and that is, I think, an untenable assumption. 
Why not, if it offers them the world in exchange! What Tuccille fails to understand 
is the fixation by the Soviets with their position in history, coupled with an all¬ 
permeating belief in the ineluctable necessity of dialectical struggle and the de¬ 
struction of capitalism. 


There is a good possibility that upon the establishment of an anarchocapitalist 
society in the U.S.A., the United Nations would organize an international expedition 
to re-establish "law and order" and end the threat to world peace i.e. end the tnreat 
to the continued rule of all statist tyrannies. Such interNATIONAL invasion forces 
have been the reaction of the statists in the French and Russian Revolutions. Why 
should they not take place in response to the abolition of government in the U.S.A. 
This most certainly would constitute a threat to the “World Order . The World Ban , 
the International Monetary Fund and the United Nations and hundreds of aid programs, 
as well as the bureaucratic defense systems of Western Europe would probably collapse 
overnight. Even if the reaction was not immediate, it would be only a matter of time 

(cont. on page 18) 
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Relipion and Ccmmunism 


THE RUSSIAN CHURCH AND THE RISE OF LENINISM. PART II. 

Part I of this essay described the major conditions 
which influenced the rise of Russian Christian 
mysticism from its beginnings as a Byzantine Greek 
Orthodox export into its extreme anti-western, 
anti-intellectual, anti-bourgeois and anti-judaic, 
messianic "Third Rome" character. In the Russian 
cultural context, bereft of the meliorative influ¬ 
ence of Greco-Roman rational intellectual ism and the 
powerful bourgeois proto-capitalist, political 
economic institutions, the internal geometry of the 
mystical-altruist-collectivism of Christian belief 
crystallized a cultural mentality totally willing 
to accept and even adore the injustices of a total¬ 
itarian state. Part II analyzes the development of 
Church and State in Russia as the institutional 
crystal which flourished in a substrate of oriental¬ 
izing and despotic influences. 

Before recommencing the empirico-historical examination of the relation between 
the Russian Christian Church and the rise of Leninism, it is significant to re-examine 
the conceptual nature of the problem. In having asserted the logical relationship of 
mysticism, altruism, collectivism and statism ("MACS: the Killer Ideas" Versus State , 
Vol. I, #2), I produced an intuitive geometry of relationships between ideas and the 
impacts of these ideas. Thus, if one assumes a mystical epistemology then one ulti¬ 
mately assumes an altruist ethic and collectivist social norms and an authoritarian 
state system. For various reasons (previously outlined), everything else being 
equal, one leads to -- and reinforces — the other. More specifically, our thesis 
must be that Christianity has resulted in Marxism and, with greater or lesser culp¬ 
ability, depending on the various circumstances of the form and content of the parti¬ 
cular Christian culture, is culpable of the various coercive collectivisms. Even 
more specifically, Russian Christianity played the major role in the rise of a 
particularly murderous and violently expansionist form of coercive collectivism: 
Leninist Bolshevism. 

Most writers have placed the brunt of the blame for the rise of Leninism on the 
Tsarist state apparatus. There can be no doubt, that the Muscovite system which 
grew to prominence during the Tartar Yoke and ultimately became the institutional, 
as well as the geopolitical, successor to the Mongol Tyranny was the second most im¬ 
portant factor in the rise of the Russian slave empire. The state apparatus can be 
likened to a political-economic hammer but Russian Christianity was the anvil of be¬ 
lief. The rejoinder can be made, of course that China certainly was not Christian 
and yet it has a long history of despotism and has since become a totalitarian Com¬ 
munist state. It must be understood that China under Confucianism and, later. 

Buddhism had a social ethic which for over two millennia prescribed the most rigorous 
anti-egoist, altruist-collectivist code. Admittedly, there are major differences 
between Christianity and the amalgam of Chinese social codes, but in gross function¬ 
al terms, they have served the rise of the modern authoritarian states quite well. 

Both have worked to disarm the individual, morally and intellectually, in a tragic 
acceptance of arbitrary and utterly barbaric authoritarianism. 

In viewing this question more precisely, it must be understood that the State 
is, and always has been, a distorted form of commercial enterprise. It is a histori- 
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cally temporary form of parasitic entrepreneurial organization which is permitted to 
persist by a mass misapprehension -- a set of delusions purposively promoted and per¬ 
petuated by the state entrepreneurs and those who benefited from the statist order. 
The State, however, is an extremely precarious and vulnerable institution which can 
be overthrown by a miniscule minority if it suffers even the indifferent support of 
its subject population. The real power of the State lies in its ideological base. 
Throughout history, a major sector of the state apparatus has been wholly devoted to 
thought control and the maintenance of ideological orthodoxy. Every government, 
democratic or otherwise, depends on the acceptance or at least the acquiessence of 
its subjects. 

One can say that this is indeed "obvious" but its relation to the causal geome¬ 
try of the social order is not obvious. The degree of arbitrary authority usurped 
by the State ruling class is directly proportional to the prevalence of explicitly 
abstracted rationally espoused attitudes of individual self-esteem. In every complex 
social grouping there is (at least potentially) a sub-grouping of persons whose per¬ 
sonal orientation is - in brief - "libertarian". If this sub-grouping through the 
fortuities of history are allowed to flourish -- as was the case in Western Europe 
in the Middle Ages and the Renaissance, then the multipolarities of diffused power 
are sufficient not only to counterbalance the power of statist monopoly power, but 
sufficient to give rise to contending ideologies. Historically, this is the begin¬ 
ning of the end for the State -- in the long run. 

In Russia, the homogeneity of the Russian Christian ideology was relatively 
stable. There were indeed sharp differences between certain rebellious sects such as 
the Old Believers and the state-imposed orthodoxy of the Petrine period. The con¬ 
formity of attitude was almost monolithic until the beginning of the nineteenth 
century when powerful liberalizing forces from Western Europe and Neopoleonic 
France in particular began to have influence in the upper stratums of Russian society 
(Please excuse the- incompleteness cf Part II - new mater¬ 
ials did not permit late revision of the remainder in time). - Richard R. Slomon 

RETALIATORY RECAPTURE (cont. from page 4) 

against the State which was using my property to oppress them. In concrete politi¬ 
cal terms, this means that anarcho-capitalists have every ethical prerogative to use 
the State apparatus to advantage. However, this prerogative may only be employed 
as part of an organized program to dismantle and abolish the State. The situation 
is indeed very complex but we can and must distinguish between one who is fighting 
against statist coercion and one who has fallen in with thieves. This will require 
the establishment of our own underground judicial system to pass judgement on the 
authenticity of claims to retaliatory recapture. This concept was originally dis¬ 
cussed in two articles written in the LP of Washington State newsletter. Reason and 
Liberty in 1976 under the pseudonym "Black Market". We must come to grips with the 
realization that any movement to abolish the State cannot rely on existing police 
and judicial institutions, not only because these are generally corrupt and morally 
bankrupt, but due to their integral position within the State apparatus. As our 
program is implemented it will of necessity require an independent and parallel 
judicial system. This will serve to distinguish the authenticity of political claims 

The objective of the Anarcho-capitalist movement is the abolition of government 
and its massive apparatus of coercion -- all of which we call the State. Anarcho- 
capitalists are allied with many kinds of anti-statists who still want to retain some 
form of government, albeit in vastly reduced extent and function. There are three 
basic strategies for removing the yoke of the State: (1) violent revolution, (2) 
political reform and (3) education and cultural change. In actuality both revolution 

(cont. on page 33) 
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The PAC is developing a global netv/ork of correspondents 
and representatives feeding back political information 
on the condition of the anti-statist movement. This kind 
of political reconnaisance is necessary to the establishment 
of a worldwide organization for meeting the statist chal¬ 
lenge. _ We are particularly interested in gaining indepth 
analysis of political and economic trends and regional 
conditions. What follows are reports from Tasmania, Aus¬ 
tralia, British Columbia, Canada, Rhodesia and Texas. 


AUSTRALIA 


The information for this report was provided by R.J. Wells 
of Hobart Tasmania who is an Honors in mathematics, First 
Year Postgraduate student at the University of Tasmania 
and active member of the Workers Party of Australia. 

...At present I am involved in trying to construct something (anythingl) out of the 
fragments of the W.P. in Tas. and the results of my efforts will be conveyed to you 
when they appear. 

About three years ago libertarians around Australia joined together to form the 
only political party ( Workers Party) in Australia to represent the libertarian philoso¬ 
phy. The philosophy officially adopted was centered squarely on Ayn Rand's Objectivism 
but of course the ideas of it's members covered the whole spectrum of ideas associated 
with the libertarian philosophy. 

Immediately after it's formation the W.P. attracted a great deal of attention and 
one prominent member (John Singleton) was almost elevated to the status of national 
figure, often being invited to appear on T.V. and comment in newspapers. 

Despite (or because of?) the early hopes the stature of the W.P. has steadily 
fallen since its inception. During it's first year the W.P. faced a federal election. 
Although the ruling Labor Party was defeated, many members were disappointed with the 
poor results of the W.P. 

Your letter of (15/11/77) demonstrates that you have an understanding of the type 
of problems that beset the W.P. after this first election. These problems manifested 
themselves in pleas to change both the name and the platform of the Party to sell it 
to the people. 

Many members claimed that the rigidity of the ideas made it difficult to get 
votes. 

Purists argued that among other things, to make compromises in the short term 
(viz to water down the philosophy) to obtain long term objectives, has been shown 
historically to be counter-productive and will result in frustrating the original aims 
of the Party. Such people (me included) saw the need to beep the Party line completely 
consistent with the philosophy of the Party. The result of the debate was that the 
Southern states (South Australia, Victoria and Tasmania) decided to make no changes. 
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All the other W.P. branches (New South Wales, Queensland, Northern Territory and 
Western Australia) changed their names to the "Progress Party". You should not think 
that these P.P.'s were all part of one unified Progress Party in Australia, indeed, 
one tragic result of the split was that Australia could no longer boast a unified 
Libertarian Party. 

I hasten to add that each of the Progress Parties has watered down the philosophy, 
I fear any electoral gains can be achieved only at the expense of consistency. 

In South Australia the W.P. obtained significant support and attention by con¬ 
ducting a campaign of civil disobedience, supporting individuals in their fight against 
the state, however, these efforts were not reflected in electoral gains at the recent 
state election nor at the federal election of December 10, 1977. 

In Victoria the W.P. received considerable national-wide publicity when one 
member fought a one-man battle against a prominent union. In order to exploit this 
publicity their election material was published having him as a central figure, but 
before the election he was killed, frustrating the hopes in Victoria. 

In Tasmania the enthusiasm of the twenty or so members (in a total population of 
approximately 400,000) was matched by a very large committment of money. The poor 
election results, together with the burden of this committment has resulted in the de¬ 
mise of the Tasmanian branch and no effort was made in the recent federal election. 

State elections held in Tasmania in the last three years have been contested 
with poor results. At present we can expect to muster no more than five members 
(with luck!). 

There is. I'm sure, no need for me to explain in detail the events of the past 
three years or so, for you to understand why the W.P. has collapsed in Tasmania 
(and in Australia?). 

There are some bright points however. In Sydney, Libertarian Review stocks an 
ever-increasing supply of books which enable even the most isolated Australian to buy 
books representative of the best libertarianism has to offer. 

In the last year or so a small group of academics and others (the Centre of 
Independent Studies) have given a number of conferences and seminars on the theoreti¬ 
cal aspects of libertarianism, and conducted research on matters of interest. 1 
understand that these events are well attended, and whilst being of considerable 
importance, they play a small role in attracting support for the Party. 

I hope the picture I paint is not too dismal, but it is depressing to see the 
high hopes and enthusiasm of many a supporter being lost when he fails to understand 
the radical nature of the philosophy he represents and the associated difficulties 
in gaining public support. 

As a final note I should explain the position of the major parties in Australia. 
A.L.P. -- perhaps similar to the Democrats in U.S.A. is basically a socialist party. 
The Liberal Party holds the philosophy of private (not free!) enterprise true, per¬ 
haps similar to the Republicans in the U.S. The National Country Party (N.C.P. or 
N P.) is similar to the L.P., at present the government in Australia is a coalition 
of the L.P. and the N.P. The Australian Democrats (A.D.0.) are midway between 
the L.P. and A.L.P. 

Editor's Note: A recent article by Bob Howard ( Reason , October 1977) discussed 
some of the problems•facing the libertarian movement in Australia. Among others, 

(cont. on page 22) 
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SHORT LESSONS 


LESSON #1 "EGALITARIANISM" 

What is Egalitarianism? Theoretically, egalitarianism is the moral premise that 
everyone should be equal in all (important) ways. Originally, the concept of egali¬ 
tarianism was limited to equality before the law. This meant that every individual, 
in spite of background or circumstance, would have the opportunity to defend himself 
or herself against accusations or to have unbiased recognition of plaints against 
criminal enfringement. "Legal Equality", thus, was a revolutionary ideal which ele¬ 
vated the ordinary citizen on an equal plane with the State. The original concept has 
been extended to "Economic Equality" where every individual is to have equal access 
to all wealth produced by a defined group of individuals. Pure economic egalitarian¬ 
ism is Socialism. Pure political egalitarianism is Democracy. 

There are two problems with economic egalitarianism. Each individual has a unique 
and, thus, different capacity to produce and create value at differing rates of effic¬ 
iency. In a free society this results in a voluntary and competitive division of 
labor. Individuals are able to profit through mutually desired trade from the greater 
and unequal efficiencies of others by offering values gained by their own particular 
and relatively superior capacities. The desire to make everyone "equal" is ultimately 
synanomous with making everyone homogeneous. The closer this is achieved, the less 
variety and the less value there is collectively. Not only is the goal of economic 
equality wrong (and ultimately impossible) but the method it requires is devastating 
of human capacities and productive incentives. Economic equality requires that those 
who produce or create more be forced to hand over their wealth to those who don't. 


LESSON #2 "DEMOCRACY" 

.. .What is Democracy? Theoretically, Democracy is a form of government in which 
all individuals have equal authority in the State. Pure Democracy would require that 
the desires of every individual be equally authoritative so that none should unequally 
ruie another. Thus, in theory, every decision would have to be unanimous. 

In actual practice the "majority" (however that is defined) rules over the minor¬ 
ity. In principle, as well as in effect, the State which is a group of individuals 
selected by the "majority", has authority over all other individuals. Thus, in effect, 
DEMOCRACY MEANS THE RULE OF A FEW WITH THE CONSENT OF SOME, OVER EVERYONE. 

There are in practice two kinds of Democracy: constitutional and "social". Under 
Constitutional Democracy, the representatives of the "majority" are constrained by 
a set of principles as to the extent of their authority. In Social Democracy, rules 
and, thus, constitutions are amended, repealed or just ignored. Concepts such as 
rights and basic legal principles are subordinated to the pressures of expediency. 

Legal principles give way to legislated statutes which mirror the momentary desires 
of interest groups with the greatest political clout. The value of a constitution 
lies in its protection of the minority (the smallest minority being the individual) 
from arbitrary legislation by the "majority". 

LESSON #3 "SOCIAL DEMOCRACY 

What is Social Democracy? Social Democracy is a transitional form of government 
from a Constitutional Democracy (in which the rights of the individual and the elector- 
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al minority are protected by constraints placed on the authority of the State con¬ 
trolled by the "majority") to a Socialist state (in which all production is owned, 
operated and distributed by the State). Social Democracy is less a philosophy than 
a method. It operates on an ad hoc basis -- it has no principles of its own. 

Under Social Democracy the power of the State increases by legislated interven¬ 
tion which compel Is more intervention at later stages. The voluntary trade of goods 
and services on the free market and the individual's right to live his or her own 
life is steadily reduced and incapacitated. Individuals increasingly tend to rely on 
the State for sustenance and favors. They band together in pressure groups to employ 
the power of the State to force other categories of individuals to subsidize them 
directly and indirectly through taxes, artificial wages and price "controls", tariffs, 
eminent domain and levies, etc. This destroys the economy and increases State power. 
Eventually, the entire system tilts towards a totalitarian form of Socialism. 


LESSON #4 "SOCIALISM" 


What is Socialism? Theoretically, Socialism is the system of government under 
which all persons have responsibility and authority over the lives of everyone except 
themselves. Each individual owns a quotal share of everyone else and, in turn, is 
owned by everyone else. Thus, in effect, the individual has no authority over his 
or her own life and, logically, can bear no ethical responsibility for that life since 
everyone else ("society") owns and controls that life. 

In actual practice. Socialism devolves to rule by committee. Since living, 
conscious individuals must make decisions every moment of their lives, it is virtually 
impossible in practice to carry out Socialism (everyone deciding for everyone else) 
to its logical conclusion. Instead, power and authority are vested in small groups 
of individuals called the State. These individuals attempt to "plan" the lives of 
millions of other individuals whose lives are at least as complex and unique as their 
own. "Planning" ultimately reduces to dictatorship since each individual will have 
other ideas about what he or she wants to do with his or her own life. Thus, 

"social planning" (etc.) really become orders from the State which amounts to dic¬ 
tatorship. 

LESSON #5 "THE CONTRADICTIONS OF SOCIAL DEMOCRACY" 


In previous lessons we have seen that Democracy requires absolute political 
equality i.e. every individual having equal authority in government. In turn, social¬ 
ism requires absolute economic equality. Superficially the two would appear to be 
complementary. In practice,however. Socialism leads to the destruction of Democracy 
and to the establishing of inegalitarian tyranny. The reason lies in the contrary 
requirements of true Democracy and Socialism. 

Democracy rests on the equal treatment of all before the law. Thus, Democracy 
must ensure justice by respecting and protecting the rights of individuals. Since 
the only objectively and reasonably defensible right an individual may have is uO 
his or her own life, the attempt to institute the "taking" of the product of others 
(in an attempt to equalize consumption, which is the goal of Socialism) must deny 
that basic right to someone — thus, require the unequal treatment of someone before 
the law, thus. Socialism contradicts Democracy, thus. Social Democracy is a contra¬ 
diction which results in Socialism. 
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Children's Rights ond Incest Decriminalization 


(footnotes page 37) 


PART I 


Young dependents should have the right to their own sex 
lives and, by inference, the right to voluntary sexual 
relationships with persons of their own choice -- including 
members of their own families. A major step to liberation 
must include full decriminalization of youth and sex. 

In the spectrum of issues which confront us there is probably no more sensitive, 
emotionalized, and deadly serious than that of children. The whole question of the 
dependent young is perhaps the most violent issue which is heating under the surface 
of a social landscape already crowded with the live volcanoes of earlier upheavals. 

Even the libertarian movement which has taken on, with iconoclastic zeal, nearly every 
imaginable taboo and social bugbear e.g. drugs, prostitution, and homosexuality', has 
said nary a word on children's rights^ and nothing about decriminalizing incest. No 
doubt, this is a hot potato, and yet, it is an issue which is of vital importance to 
those concerned with political liberty and developing institutions consistent with 
•the libertarian ethic. It is one thing to say, as Murray Rothbard does3 (and quite 
correctly, one could add) that a child has the right to vacate the parental domain 
but it is quite another, in the present context, to say that a young female has the 
right to consent to have sexual intercourse with her father, brother, uncle or cousin 
(or a young male with his mother, sister or aunt). In principle, however, it is no 
different. 

Excluding for the moment the practical difficulties involved in sexual relation¬ 
ships which, after all, afflict everyone in various forms, why should the dependent 
young, or in colloquial terms - children, not have the right to determine their own 
sexual choices? And why, objectively, shouldn't those choices include sexual inter¬ 
action with members of their own families. In rational terms, there is no reason why 
young humans as soon as they are disposed to making a choice should not enjoy all the 
fruits of life available from voluntary transactions. There is also no rational reason 
for anyone to feel offended by the sexuality of young humans or of incestuous relation¬ 
ships. In a rational society there would be no hysteria as is current in our time 
about "kiddy porn", boy prostitution, adolescent promiscuity or voluntary incest. 

These activities should be matters of individual choice and consent. Quite obviously, 
this assertion challenges the most cherished and benighted assumptions of the author¬ 
itarian and coercive culture in which we have the misfortune of living. Thus, any 
defense of free sexual choice by dependent youth presupposes a treatment of a whole 
range of commonly held assumptions. 


the present social system and family 
dividual must abdicate authority over his 


As I have discussed in other articles, 
structure is premised on the idea that the inc 

or her own life to others. In western democratic societies, there is considerable 
ambiguity about this divestiture but, in sum, the individual comes to accept that his 
life is not really his own to live. More emphatically, the individual's material and 
personal concerns are defined in terms ojf the welfare of others. Linder modem totali¬ 
tarian states, the "others" are less those of family and friends, but an "other" 
which is abstracted and reified into the secular deities of Society, Public, the People, 
and now -- the Environment. 

In a world dominated by the altruist ethic, the individual is required by custom 
and law to surrender authority over his life to the good and, thus, the will of others. 
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This code of morality is obviously wrong and destructive. Self sacrifice, if prac¬ 
tised consistently by all, would leave no benefactors and would, by all reasonable pro¬ 
jections, leave the earth bereft of human life. A condition, although of satisfaction 
to wilderness cultists, obviously contrary to those concerned with the betterment of 
humanity in this life. The political, economic and psychosocial implications of the 
widespread cult of religious masochism are, and have been, awful. Altruism is the 
major emotional and ethical rationale for government intervention which, in turn, has 
constrained economic development, promoted war, and perpetuated poverty. This irra¬ 
tional, mystical ethic is, as I have explained elsewhere,4 the cornerstone for Chris¬ 
tianity and its modern secular version, Marxism. There is no ancient or modern, or 
primitive,or advanced forms of coercive collectivism which do not at least imply per¬ 
sonal altruism. Altruism is also the underlying rationale and motivation for the 
hypocritical "special case" categorization of "children". 

In the rush to protect children from harm, they have been denied their rights as 
human beings. A condition which is being systematically extended from both ends of the 
age spectrum towards the middle. There are no objective in-kind differences between 
children and "adults" which support a denial of rights for young humans. The biologi¬ 
cal and psychological changes which occur in the ontogenesis of the individual from 
embryo to maturity are part of the pattern of psychobiological change which takes place 
throughout existence and, thus, do not provide an exceptional basis sufficient to im¬ 
pose an abrogation of the person's right in the siiqhtest . An individual has an un¬ 
deniable right to his or her own life and the disposition of that life. The common 
argument is made that infants and other (colloquial and subjective) categories of 
young persons, are incapable of making decisions over their own lives and must be pro¬ 
tected from the ill consequences of their actions. This argument from incompetence 
is used to justify a denial of individual rights which extends in our epoch to the 
incredible age of twenty-one years. In saying this, I no longer hold my original 
position5 that an infant occupies the position somewhere between chattel and ward-- 
which is the position advocated by Murray Rothbard. And I totally oppose the position 
that a young dependent human is the absolute chattel of its parents who in turn have 
the unrestricted right to dispose of this person in any way they deem fit. A human 
being does not have to declare itself its own property to have its self-sovereignty 
recognized any more than we would expect an "adult" going about declaring with every 
breath, "I own myself, I have an absolute right to me and mine". Even the embarass- 
ment of living in someone else's house does not reduce the basic condition of the 
infant's self-ownership from conception, it only reduces its ability to exercise choices 
which affect the property of others. 

Rothbard's position, although it appears to make a similar assertion of the 
child's right, is basically contradictory in its construction and has bad implications 
for the child's home life. If, as Rothbard asserts, the child is ...a kind of 
property of his creator..."6 then we have the problem of establishing if there are 
different types of "property" which are basically different in their nature. I 
assert that property is property or it is not "property". A thing either is ownable 
(i.e. it is already rightfully claimed or could be claimed) or it owns itself or can 
own itself. There are no "in-betweens". The Law of Identity excludes all middles. 

Thus, Rothbard, who tries (as many of us have) to somehow accord the young human its 
basic right without excluding a "real world" solution to the practical necessity of 
parental care, puts himself in the logically untenable position of describing a piece 
of property with simultaneously two equally valid and potentially conflicting sets 
of owners. Thus, the child owns itself but is also owned by a parental trustee 
owner" who has the "...right to regulate the child but not to aggress against his per¬ 
son (as by forcibly preventing him from running away)". This distinction is arbitrary 
and it makes the young person's sovereignty a matter of subjective application and. 

(cont. on page 28) 
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THE INEPT RIGHT (cont. from page 6) 


The internecine warfare extends almost always to organizations which have almost 
no bearing on politics. This includes the Young Republican Federation, or YR's. YR's 
is an excellent arena in which to consume alcoholic beverages, plot new ways to exa¬ 
cerbate internal strife, and pound one's chest when one gets selected to fill some 
meaningless YR post. The internal processes of YR's are hardly democratic, the organ¬ 
ization is run by a committee (supposedly secret), called the "Team". Team's member¬ 
ship is believed to consist of a preminent Seattle attorney Richard Derham; Charlie 
Black of Florida; Morton Blackwell, who runs schools in Washington D.C. for budding 
politicians; Richard Viguerie, who operates a mass-mailing outfit and publishes Con ¬ 
servative Digest from Washington D.C. and Buz Lukens, a former Congressman from Ohio. 
Team's recent choice for national YR president, Roger Stone, was named in the Water¬ 
gate scandal as a participant in some dirty tricks during the Nixon 1972 campaign and 
was fired by Senator Robert Dole for similar misconduct during Dole's 1974 re-election 
campaign. The choice of Stone was well publicized nationally as another example of 
GOP ineptitude, and the publicity was well deserved. YR's is but one example of 
continued conservative bungling. 


The liberals are perfectly content to use both parties, they realize they have 
little hope of capturing the state GOP. Not that they really need it, they control 
a substantial number of elected offices won on the GOP ticket. They also control 
nearly all the offices won on the Democratic ticket, as well as, for whatever it's 
worth, the Democratic Party machine. They also dominate the non-partisan political 
organizations such as the Municipal League of Seattle, the League of Women Voters, 
CHECC (Choose an Effective City Council), Common Cause and the Washington State Labor 
Council. 


rather rare law called a "blanket 
he few states in the U.S. to have one. 


It should be noted that Washington has a 
primary", so rare in fact, that it is one of 
and it is virtually unknown in the rest of the world. This law gives every voter the 
same ballot and he/she is free to vote for any one candidate for any office regardless 
of party. This is in contradistinction with states which allow the voter to cast 
his/her vote on a ballot restricted to one party of his/her choice ("open primary") 
or a state which requires the voter to register in advance with one given party and 
vote only for that party ("closed primary"). Due to the Republican's propensity to 
vote in primaries vis-a-vis their counterparts, this should make for increased oppor¬ 
tunities to nominate conservative Democrats. Nevertheless, such a strategy, despite 
its logic, is never adopted. 

Except for the initiative process, the conservatives fail to adopt workable 
strategies and tactics. They have refused to focus on the goal of electing office¬ 
holders but have instead focussed on organizational politics of little significance. 
Constant internecine warfare has badly damaged their ability to focus on constructive 
action. 


Libertarians, and especially the PAC, have a splendid opportunity to offer better 
alternatives for the anti-statist movement. This cannot be done by the Libertarian 
Party in its present condition. History shows us that party allegiances change very 
slowly. Any workable strategy must take cognizance of the fact that the nation is 
overwhelmingly Democrat. 


ion 


Recognizing the easy access to nominations 
attempt to win -- I repeat -- win as many seats 
are simply not cost-efficient in most cases, 
many libertarians on this score -- am interes 
will not do. 


made possible by primary laws, should 
as possible. Organizational politics 
I, and I believe I speak for a great 
ed in winning. Anything less simply 


(cont. on page 37) 
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THE FUTURE ANARCHO-CAPITALIST MILITARY DEFENSE (cent, from page 8) 

before the world hegemonial ambitions, or the fears of internal revolutionary de- 
stabilization caused by our example lead to military attack. 

There is, thus, a real need for organized military defense in the forseeable 
future in a world of national states. The problem with large scale military defense 
as an economic good is the non-specific benefit of the service to individuals and 
difficulty of personal assessment. The benefits of area defense are individually 
uneven, however, the scale of investment required and the market size necessary for 
efficient protection make a unanimous contract virtually impossible. As David 
Friedman points out, the cost of negotiation would in itself be vast. 

In spite of these seeming difficulties, organized military area defense is not 
different in kind from any other economic good: it is not, for instance, a "public 
good". (David Friedman makes the unfortunate mistake of attributing an in-kind dif¬ 
ference to "national defense" because of the difficulties of attributing specific 
individual benefits and assessments and thus of leaving area security services to the 
market. He says, "...national defense -- defense against nations -- must defend 
areas of national size, whether or not they contain nations. It is thus a public 
good, and one with a very large public.")5. It can, and obviously has been 
treated as such and with devastating consequences, e.g. the "mutually assured 
destruction" MAD-ness of the present nuclear strategic arms race. A "public good" 
is a meaningless term unless it is something owned equally by everyone of a particu¬ 
lar group. Because the provision of a good or a service somehow benefits someone 
other than the intended beneficiary does not change the basic private, proprietarian 
disposition of the value being transacted. 

Military defense can be organized for large or small areas. Undoubtedly there 
are economics of scale and greater potential capabilities of a military force backed 
by the economic capacities of North America as opposed to those available to the 
"Armed Forces of Manhattan". A military force defending a particular area will provide 
defense values for everyone living in the area whether they contribute or not to the 
cost of defense. This free "neighborhood effect" to non-supportive beneficiaries will 
not deter the provision of organized defense. In order to understand how this would 
work, we must first understand revolutionary transitional mechanics and the abolition 
of the state. 

The abolition of the State apparatus will require in itself an organized and dis¬ 
ciplined military-political apparatus. The revolutionary struggle against the State 
will occur in stages. Dismantling the State in this country will require a system¬ 
atic assertion of control over different sectors of its apparatus. Among these will 
be the military and police systems. At a certain point, libertarian forces will be in 
a position to affect a complete takeover and accelerate the process of dismantlement 
and abolition. This may include civil war with reactionary statist forces. The 
victory of libertarian forces will require the immediate settlement of mass restitu¬ 
tion with the auctioning of all stolen property to restore to whatever extent possible, 
the losses sustained by those victimized by the State. The only category of public 
property which has not been stolen are the vast federal and state lands which cover 
over one third of the territorial United States. This land outside of that which may 
have belonged to indian and eskimo populations could be retained as support for the 
revolutionary military forces in continued defense of the U.S.A. The proceeds from 
the lease and sale of this land should be sufficient to provide a solid financial 
basis for an efficient system of strategic defense. In 1976 dollars, the cost of this 
defense would probably not exceed twenty billion dollars. Most of the present "defense" 
costs are for the support of bureaucracy, foreign military aid, pensions, and ineffi¬ 
cient and obsolete weapons systems. Sale of obsolete military hardware would not be 
necessarily detrimental to defense interests and would, in fact, provide valuable 
revenues. 
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The lease of mineral rights over this land could provide at least that 
much return. It must be understood that the entire population of the U.S.A. would 
have at least 500 billion additional (1976) dollars to invest in the marketplace 
which are presently being wasted in government. By the advent of the libertarian 
success, government "revenues" may indeed be double.this amount. The pressure for 
materials would easily spill over in a demand for space and resources in the defense 
agency lands. 

The ethical legitimacy for the defense agency's claim to the federal lands would 
come of its prior investment of time, effort and capital in overthrowing the State. 
Until the abolition of the State no group or individual can establish successful 
claim to this land. The agency which succeeds in terminating the governmental system 
of the United States will be in a position to establish the most effective claim 
based on (1) its 1 general claim to compensatory payment for services rendered to the 
entire population of the United States for having removed the yoke of the State and 
its enforceable claim to compensation for the return of stolen property; and (2) its 
prior investment in the acquisition of unowned resources. The libertarian revolution¬ 
ary underground organization, through its work in the successful abolition of the 
State, would become as the North American Defense Company the owner over these terri¬ 
tories. 

Irrespective of this possibility there would be other sources of support for a 
military defense agencies. It should be understood that there would be many defense 
organizations operating at different levels. Various communities, towns and cities, 
would organize their own local militias supported by business associations, unions, 
ethnic groups and community groups. Anyone who would be free to pay for or partici¬ 
pate in a security organization. Most people would involve themselves to some extent. 
The total conversion of all public property into private property by abolishing the 
State would permit the overwhelming majority of persons to have become property 
owners. The tenacity and loyalty of local defense forces would be directly related 
to the self interest of property owners anchored in the local community. Fervent 
allegiance of persons to their communities is evident in the enormous support given 
to local teams in competing sports events. There is no reason to assume local 
militias would have difficulty in attracting support. The removal of all restrictions 
on the possession of firearms combined with the mechanical aptitude and inventiveness 
of Americans would result in an armed camp posing extreme difficulties for any mili¬ 
tary occupation force. 

These local forces would not be an effective surrogate for a strategic area 
defense which would have to include a land, air, sea and space forces. The nature of 
military professionalism is not profit oriented. Individuals who will volunteer for 
service in the North American Defense Company will be selected for their ethical and 
professional orientation. Competition for entry into the NADC will be stiff as the 
mission-orientation and esprit-de-corps of the NADC will attract those seeking to 
achieve the highest level of personal integration. 

It will be the dedication and ethical professionalism of these forces which will 
attract the self-interested and patriotic material support of the population. Large 
firms having a vested interest in the security of their markets and suppliers will 
contribute to the support of the NADC. The argument that firms making contributions 
to area defense would be relatively less economically competitive with firms electing 
not to assume the cost of defense is true in a narrow economic sense. An informed 
population would tend to support firms bearing the cost of area defense. Small, and 
highly competitive firms would more often than not seek a respectable status in the 
marketplace by making appropriate contributions. In fact, it is more likely that new 
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and innovative firms would advertise their contributions to area defense both in 
money and technical innovations. For example, a computer firm breaking into the 
market with a better product might donate some demonstration models to the NADC 
(or some other defense firm) as a demonstration of the product's application. 


A defense agency might gain special support for elite units or different branches 
of military service from annual pledges from voluntary organizations, auxilliary 
groups (much like present day alumni associations). There are large numbers of people 
who are quite willing to support "the Marines", "the Navy", "the Green Berets", etc. 

A free capitalist economy would produce the wealth necessary to easily support — 
through voluntary contributions -- a sufficient area defense. This is not to speak 
of the technological efficiencies provided for area defense by an unrestrained scien¬ 
tific and technical development. 

Undoubtedly there will be competing defense firms. Some will cover smaller areas, 
or specialize in different types of security problems. For instance, a special 
security-defense agency might protect the Hawaiian archipelago. It might have special 
arrangements with the NADC. There is, in fact, every reason to assume that defense 
companies would negotiate alliances with local militias and even other countries. 

These arrangements would of course be influenceable by their favor or disfavor with 
the supporting population. Since support would be purely voluntary, individuals and 
groups could stop supporting a defense firm if its policies fell into disfavor. On 
the other hand, a defense firm would be free to develope its own policies and contin¬ 
gencies. The success of the firm would depend to what extent its policies were in 
line with reality. 

Undoubtedly, there will be problems in this kind of area defense but there are 
many reasons to assume that it will be far superior to what exists now aside from the 
fact that the present system is ethically unjustifiable. 6 


The present system of military defense for the United States does not, in fact, 
defend the United States. It depends on holding the entire population of the country 
hostage to nuclear devastation. The entire strategy of the U.S. military is not 
defense but "mutually assurred destruction": it is retaliatory annihilation. This 
kind of "defense" strategy cannot work when a partially free society is confronting 
a slave society. 

The Soviet leaders are not concerned about large losses, as long as they can be 
assurred of ultimate victory. The only thing a collectivist leadership is ultimately 
concerned about is losing or winning -- people are "expendable". As soon as they are 
(in their own eyes in any case) assurred of "acceptable losses" in destroying or dis¬ 
arming their chief obstacle to world hegemony, they will be compelled by their own 
logic to initiate war. Thus, U.S. "defense" is a farce, it is only a matter of time 
before a strategic breakthrough favoring the Soviet military first strike or the 
fear of "never having a better opportunity" will compel 1 them to attack -- the U.S. 
population being held hostage for "defense" will be devastated. This is obviously 
not "defense" but a super game of Russian Roulette with the gun always pointed at 
our heads. 


There are other reasons why our present system of military "defense" is incom- 
petant. It is a government bureaucracy with a vast number of internal sub-bureau¬ 
cracies whose overriding motive is to maintain their continued appropriations. The 
maintenance, for instance, of vast tank forces are obsolete and a drain on expendi¬ 
tures. Anti-tank weapons, in terms of effectiveness and cost, are far superior. 

The maintenance of hundreds of military bases, aging bomber fleets and naval ships 
are examples of the inertia of a government monopoly. This does not address the low 
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morale and lack of combat readiness of our military 
osteosis include a disproportionate ratio of office 
competitive and laissez faire system the firm must 
its staff to remain efficiently competitive. It m 
profits. 


Undoubtedly, some if not all of these 
statist system. After all, the German WEHRM, 
under one of the most tyrannical and bureauc 
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resulting restiveness caused by the State, 
has little to do with defense in any objecti 
statist intrigue, deception and power. Ever; 
involved itself has resulted in a major loss 
of state power. 


The military or rather defense firm in 
to run itself efficiently or lose support, 
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state militaries. It would have a minimum 
est possible ratio of battle-ready personnel 
phase out obsolete weaponry or at least to 
would do all these things to keep its costs 
support from its clients. 


. Further signs of bureaucratic 
rs to personnel. In a fully 
ruthlessly trim the deadwood from 
lower its costs or reduce its 
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problems could be mitigated even under a 
ACHT was an efficient military machine 
ratically regimented states of all time, 
ry machines, not only in terms of money, 
lers, is horrifying. Statist military 
make war on their own people, as well as 
every reason, for instance, to promote 
ir actual needs. The military in the 
ge for the unemployed or unemployable, 
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netary, fiscal or other forms of govern- 
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of individual liberty and in a growth 


an anarchocapitalist society would have 
Having to bear the burden of its own 
muscular force by comparison with nation- 
of administrative bureaucracy, the high- 
and units, and it would be quick to 
minimize support for such systems. It 
low and to maintain a high level of 


The opportunities for abuse by defense firms in an anarchocapitalist society will 
be minimal. A defense firm will have no institutional means of enslaving its client 


population as presently exists with conscri 


This situation differs vastly from the 
tion of the Western World is held hostage 
to exercise control at every level of human 
decided to give in to Soviet hegemony and 
force, the U.S. population in its present 
choice but to give in to the decision of th 


ption and taxation. There will be no 


public schools indoctrinating youth to serve mindlessly as canon fodder for the nation 
state imperialists. There will be no government spying agencies to keep tabs on 
dissenters and no federal state to invoke punishment for sedition. More importantly, 
the whole population will be armed and locally fortified. The difficulties faced by 
a wel1-supported invading force in having to overcome a decentralized, local resis¬ 
tance to occupation would be even worse for a domestic defense firm. It would lose 
its support in the early stages of its aggression. The cost of takeover of even a 
small area would be prohibitive -- it could be done only by mass destruction -- and 
then it would be fiercely resisted as an occupying invader. In so doing, the defense 
firm would greatly increase the chance of being attacked by other firms or the mili¬ 
taries of nation States. 7 


existing one in which the entire popula- 
a few central governments which are able 
(interaction. If the U.S. government 
accept the presence of an occupying 
condition would have little effective 
Federal Government. 
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to 


Another, and the most crucial, difference, between a statist and private firm 




(cont. on page 35) 
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SPECIAL REPORTS - AUSTRALIA (cont. from page 12) 

Howard relates a "powerful conservative group" in the New South Wales Division of 
Prime Minister Malcolm Fraser's Liberal Party which is promoting planks for a new 
State Platform advocating selling off all public roads to private enterprise. It 
would also give strong support to private toll roads. However, the newly-formed 
Progress Party of New South Wales, according to Howard, "seems to have followed the 
path of the FLP (Free Libertarian Party which recently split over the fraud issue -- 
among other things) in New York". We of the PAC would advise the Progress Party 
activists to temporarily abandon the minor party route and bolster the anti-statist 
forces in the Liberal Party. Clandestine dual membership for the less know PP members 
could be a fruitful strategy. 

The statistics given to us by R.J. Wells on the December 12, 1977 election for 
the national congress show the Australian WP as far more viable at the polls than the 
U.S. Libertarian Party. 


AUSTRALIAN 

SENATORIAL 

ELECTIONS: WORKERS 

PARTY AND PROGRESS 

PARTY 

Political Division 

Party 

Year 

Vote 

Total Votes 

Western Australia 

WP 

1975 

6,678 

658,419 

II II 

PP 

1977 

8,619 

571,898 

Victoria 

— 

— 

-- 

2,006,939 

Queensland 

WP 

1975 

20,857 

1 ,206,231 

II 

PP 

1977 

6,877 

1 ,043,213 

A.C.T. 

WP 

1975 

582 

115,916 

Northern Territory 

PP 

1977 

781 

23,532 

Southern Australia 

WP 

1975 

4,085 

789,004 

II II 

WP 

1977 

2,543 

722,678 

New South Wales 

WP 

1975 

28,513 

2,961,761 

II II II 

PP 

1977 

60,099 

2,581,387 


Without knowing the actual circumstances involved it is difficult to make an 
accurate assessment of the differing performances of the Worker and Progress Parties. 
This complicated by the fact that in no region did they compete in the same election 
year. Certain rudimentary comparisons, however, can be made. In Western Australia, 
the three PP candidates increased the anti-statist vote total over the 1975 WP total 
by nearly two thousand votes in a substantially lower total voter turn-out. The PP 1 s 
tactics in Queensland registered a poor showing of less than a third of the 1975 WP 
total. This year, the PP ran four candidates: V. Forbes, 0. Pershouse, S. Ham and 
B. Fulcher. The Liberal Party won both in 1975 and this year in the sprawling state. 
Their total this year, however, was considerably smaller (but then so was their main 
opponent the ALP). Strangely enough, neither party made an effort in the important 
state of Victoria. In the Australia Canberra Territory neither party followed up 
on the WP effort in 1975. In contrast, the PP entered a candidate as an independent 
for the first time apparantly. In Southern Australia, the WP registered a very sub¬ 
stantial decline from 1975 in total vote gained. Interestingly enough, their vote 
total was only somewhat over one-half that of the Jukes family running on the "Henry 
George League" Party ticket. New South Wales, dominated by the great city of Sidney, 
shows a great victory for the PP over the LP if the statistics mean anything. In 
a low voter turnout (nearly four^hundred thousand fewer than 1975), the PP more than 
doubled the 1975 WP total with B. Bracken getting 52,054 votes. Of all the states, 
NSW is the only one in the senatorial contest with the Australian Marihuana Party on 
the ballot. The AMP only registered 18,591 votes, less than a third of the PP. 
Tactically, it would seem that the PP could incorporate the AMP and substantially .in¬ 
crease its electoral showing. 
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Although the showings are indeed mixed, there 
Party faction" has registered some interesting and 
Party is, in terms of the senatorial races, no longi 


AUSTRALIAN HOUSE OF REPRESEN 
Workers Party and Progress 


Political Division 

Western Australia 

II II 

Victoria 

Queensland 

II 

A.C.T. 

Northern Territories 
Southern Australia 
New South Wales 


Party 

WP 

PP 

WP 

PP 

WP 

PP 

WP 

WP 

PP 


Year 

1975 

1977 

Neither 

1975 

1977 

1975 

1977 

1975 

1975 

1977 


can be no doubt that the "Progress 
substantial showings. The Workers 
er the leading libertarian party. 


NATIVES ELECTIONS 
Party 1975-1977 

Vote 

? 

14,161 

Entered - 

? 

12,508 

? 

587 

? 

? 

29,718 


Total Votes 

? 

? 

•? 

? 

? 

14,295 

? 

? 

? 


The decline of the Workers Party in the house races is obvious -- not one candi¬ 
date was registered in the December 1977 election. The Progress Party fielded 43 
candidates. As was the case with the senatorial contests, both PP and WP did not 
make a showing in Victoria and the PP failed to replace the WP in the Canberra Ter¬ 
ritories or, more significantly in Southern Australia. It is a shame that the WP 
did not pursue the house contests this year as they racked-up some excellent minor 
party showings in 1975. In Mackellar, New South Wales, in 1975, for instance, the 
WP received 5.1" of the vote in the house race and 4.2% in Reid. The WP got one 
percent or better in twenty-five of the house races. Many recorded in the 2-3% range. 
These are substantial showings for a first effort -- far superior to U.S. LP showings. 

In spite of the split and the fading first bloom of optimism, there appears to 
be an excellent grass roots base for building a powerful anti-statist movement in 
Australia. By comparison with the total population it is perhaps superior to that in 
the U.S.A. 

-The Editor 

P.S. Thank you R.J. Wells for sending us tlhis timely information. We want to request 
all of our readers to send us the details qfj local races or any other political 
info available. 


CANADA 


Mr. Fraser lives in Vanco 
comes from the "right" o 
spectrum. 


I was quite favourably inpressed with the first two issues of VERSUS STATE and espec- 


of the Anarcho-capitalist Revolu- 
retaliatory force against the State 


ially with your article on "The Warrior Psychology 

tionary". Your emphasis on being prepared'to use r_._ _ 

is excellent. You are to be commended for your efforts to promote the organization of 
radical libertarians who are prepared to u$e such force. I am very much looking for¬ 
ward to future issues. I really regret having missed your August conference. I will 


certainly make every effort to attend the next one 


uver B.C. and 
the anti-statist 


Liberty, Byron Fraser. 
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Mr. Osborne is a graduate History student at the 
University of British Columbia in Vancouver, Can¬ 
ada. Cam comes from the left of the political 
spectrum and has made the complete transformation 
to Anarcho-capital ism. 

Research takes up a great amount of my time at present and, unfortunately, I am 
forced by some of my professors to read such statist historians as Commager, Nevins, 
Schlesinger, Hofstadter and Galbraith. Although their interpretations are easily re¬ 
futed and often boring, they provide me with opportunities to give libertarian counter 
interpretations in class. What amazes me, since I've not attended a university for 
quite a while, is the lack of radicalism amongst students which used to be fairly 
pervasive. Almost all of them quietly sit back and lap up the bullshit that is passed 
off as truth in academic circles these days. Times have changed since the sixties! 
However, much of the reading I've done has been extremely useful. I'm glad to be back 
to an environment which tests my intellectual skills. 

A friend of mine is attending law school here and became a full-fledged libertar¬ 
ian independently of myself when we parted company two years ago. Together, along 
with two "fellow-travelling" friends, we started the "Libertarian Society" on campus. 
We didn't like the idea of being constituted under the bureaucratic Alma Mater Society 
(Student gov't) but decided that the advantages (free room bookings, speaker's commit¬ 
tee funds, theatres, etc.) far outweighed the disadvantages (taking the name "society" 
a pledge not to attack the A.M.S.). 

We had an organizational meeting which drew 15 people. Unfortunately, six of 
them were "libertarian socialists'^?), "anarcho-communists", or "free-style anarchists 
all crazy as hell! I enclose a copy of "Free For All" which one of them publishes 
on campus. You can decide for yourself. After 15 minutes of discussion on economics 
the division was clear and it was politely decided that the six should form their own 
group. The other nine stayed and we decided to constitute the society. I'm afraid 
that there are only the two of us who are hard-core. The others are either dilli- 
tants or Friedmanite "laissez-fairists" who think that Rothbard is a little wacky. 

But they remain open-minded. 

Unfortunately, we lacked some foresight and our organizational skills were not 
sufficient to really get the organization going. After three poorly organized and 
poorly attended meetings, Gregg and I did some organizational research and decided 
to consolidate and prepare for next term well in advance. 

The political climate on campus is unmistakeably socialist and statist. Our 
fellow political clubs include The Young Socialists, Hcxha Marxists, Communist Party 
of Canada, New Democratic Party (social democrats), Trotskyists, Canadian Labor Party, 
liberals, Progressive Conservatives, etc. etc. ad nauseum. Many of these groups 
have book tables in the Student Union Building. 

I've written three articles for the student newspaper (copies available "free" 
on request!) which is almost totally controlled by socialists and has been since the 
60's. But I have to admit that they are fair and have published everything I have 
written; editing for space was not destructive. They realize, I suppose, that very 
little of what they publish has much intellectual content — they're desperate for 
articles which have some semblance of logic and literary content! One person who 
lives in our house (a "fellow traveller") and is a drama critic for the paper told 
me that the editor personally thinks I am a fascist(l!) and that publishing me will 
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only expose the bankruptcy of my ideas! Such are the facile minds of socialists. 


As a matter of fact, many students comi 
professors. Most students think that the 


Uby 


imenti 

sse.y 


ed 

is 


Anyway, here's what we have lined up for the Spring term: 1. In order to get 
some money we are concluding arrangements to show (for profit, of course!) the 
following three films: "Hearts and Minds", "1984", and "Brave New World" in late 


January-early February. The theatre is boo 
should be able to make money. We would als 
chine" one noon hour as a freebie (to get in, 
beer night — discussion for any movie goehs 
ianism/capitalism after the shows. (More p 
pub by 25(f). 2. I am participating under 
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in a Socialist Society?" Easy pickings. 4 
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speaker. Would you be interested? I'm not 
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some money. Given the skeptical/statist/so 
would have to be unesoteric since 99% of th 
word "libertarian". I don't mean to try to 
can talk comfortably about competing defens 


but most people upon hearing this, turn off ■mmediately and say "you're insane"; at 


me on 
trash 


the articles as did two 


ked free and with minimum investment we 
o like to show "The Incredible Bread Ma- 
aximum attendance). We plan to have a 
who want to find out about us/libertar- * 
fit on beer by undercutting the student 
e society's name, in a forum on abortion 
3. Gregg and I are going to debate two 
bruary. Topic: "Can There be Freedom 
We want to start a lunch hour literature 
stians. 5. We want to get at least one 
ure at this point whether we could pay 
flog the Speaker's Committee for 
nature of the campus, the topic 
e campus community has not even heard the 
dictate what you would say. You and I 

es, free market space travel , etc. 
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ialist 


least they do up here. Perhaps you can £ug 
experience at this than I. 

The Society plans to subscribe to seve 
gether and we'll send you the cash to recei 
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reatment; (2) increased taxes on liquor; 
ralization of power; (4) more massive 
way boondoggle; (5) increased drug 
7) not one step to dismantle the cppres- 
overnment; (8) set-up two new "marketing" 
gislation (no compulsory union member- 
"free enterprise"! 


the 
Appeal 
rs) bu 
male 
on Affi 
acist 


or 


25 


working towards an 
Dallas. Greg comes 
tarian part of the 


new 


this last month has been hectic. 

" Creator Class article to be 
to right-wing anti-statists by 
by offering concrete activities 
section was much clearer than the 
rmative Action and statist fem- 
sexist, yet it does not lose its 





















emotional appeal. I have found (both through my experience and others) that the rea¬ 
sons for an attack on issues such as Affirmative Action must be crystal clear. If 
they are not clear then you would be seen as anti-minority. 

I enjoyed, and agreed with, the PAC letter. I have often wondered why many 
libertarians refused to associate with those who were not ideologically "pure". As 
a result they refuse to join groups like YAF, Amnesty International, ad hoc committees 
for or against a particular issue and others. Their refusal to join precludes their 
ability to gain control of these organizations. 

The People Against Censorship article has good "civil" liberties appeal. This 
type of article has left-wing appeal with a healthy dose of libertarianism sprinkled 
in (especially property rights). This kind of article is needed to show liberals 
and leftists the fallacy of interventionism and the contradictions that arise from it. 
By the same token, articles aimed at conservatives and rightists which stress the 
futility of attempting to regulate other's morals (it's just an excuse for bigger 
government) are also needed. 


Here in Dallas/Fort Worth, I have been researching the emerging power elite. 

The old elite was largely clustered around the Citizens Charter Association (CCA). 

The CCA was a committee which endorsed or opposed (rather overtly, I might add) city 
council policies. CCA opposition of city council ordinances and local candidates was 
the kiss of political death, especially in Dallas. CCA was made up of big business 
people (the large banks, insurance companies, oil and gas executives, land developers 
and real estate). It is rumored that one could not be a CCA member unless one had 
at least a $75,000 per year income (this was to keep the riff-raff out). The CCA 
is gone but many of its old members still carry political weight. The new establish¬ 
ment involves old CCA members, big land development firms, area chambers of commerce 
including the Oak Cliff Chamber of Commerce (mostly middle class black businessmen). 
This is supported by the fact that the old CCA endorsed our current mayor pro-tem- 
pore, a black man. Chicanos are still the largest minority in Dallas/Fort Worth — 
and the poorest. Dallas is a conservative, pro-business, anti-union (they support 
legal restrictions on unions and subsidies to business for "investment") and moderate 
to conservative on social issues (supporting harsh crackdowns on drugs and porno 
while surprisingly moderate on abortion issues). Most importantly, the Dallas estab¬ 
lishment, both old and new, destroy their opposition by "embracing" it (an old LBJ 
tactic. That is the limit of my research so far. 

The local libertarians have not done much on a local level, concentrating upon 
a state ballot drive and national issues. I feel they are missing a golden oppor¬ 
tunity to wrestle power away from this emerging "new elite". I am also working with 
another guy trying to organize a libertarian organization on or near the University 
of Dallas campus. I understand there are two professors sympathetic to the libertar¬ 
ian movement. Wish us luck! 


I have discussed some of my views with other 
capitalists and potential PAC types. It still is 
successful or not. But I'm still working at it! 
libertarians who are not sure what they believe, 
to minarchist depending upon the issues involved, 
a number of local libertarians. 


libertarians trying to spot anarcho- 
too early to say whether I've been 
I'm amazed to find a number of 
They tend to shift from anarchist 
I see a possibility to "educate" 


I am looking forward to the next Versus State . 
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RHODESIA 


This article was composed by a PAC member in Rhodesia. 

As he is a U.S. citizen serving in the Rhodesian military, 
he must remain anonymous to avoid the possible retribution 
of the Carter collaborator regime upon his return to the U.S. 


In the early sixties an American survey 
predominantly white populations, the I.Q. of 
world. The explanation given was that our i 
based upon selection of people with managerial and 
coupled with above average good health. 


indicated that, amongst countries with 
white Rhodesians was the highest in the 
mmigration policy was, and always had been, 
trade skills almost exclusively, 


Like many young countries Rhodesia was populated by men and women who found their 
old homes irksome, crowded or just plain lacking in opportunity. They set off across 
half a world looking for elbow-room and a chance, sturdy individualists who knew their 
own value and soon learned the value of their companions. In spite of second-hand 
restrictions from London they laid the foundations for a successful and prosperous 
civilization based on mining and agriculture. 

It is not in the nature of such people to be manipulated into the situation in 


which Rhodesia finds herself today, but it has happ 


The second generation were of the same breed and 
wars. So much sc, that conscription was introduced 
men needed to maintain the economy, unlike today wh< 
possible. It is, in my opinion, this point which 
Rhodesia. 


ened. Why? 


volunteered to a man in both world 
to keep out of the services those 
en the net is spread as widely as 
marks the beginning of the end for 


During their service abroad the Rhodesians learned to appreciate the comforts and 
security of the old world and attributed them to the mild form of Socialism which grew 
up in Europe between the wars. They naturally brought it home with them and taught it 
to the next generation who accepted gladly from their heroes what the outside world had 
been unable to force onto them. 

Immigration, mainly from Britain, during the fifties and sixties was up to the 
normal high standard of ability and health but brought into the country people who were 
well conditioned to the concept of the all-powerful State. They were pleased to become 
citizens of a country whose government left them with most of their salaries and en¬ 
couraged all forms of enterprise. They enjoyed the apparent laxity of the government 
but did not for one moment doubt the right of the government to impose its' will upon 
the people at any time. 

Of these immigrants the managerial group has probably done the most damage to the 
country. They have become the major policy-makers of the Public Service, Commerce and 
Industry and, coupled with the ex-servicemen who form the Rhodesian Front government, 
have directed the country into a Liberal-Left course. We have become a country where 


all positions of authority are filled by peo 
has, by right, absolute power over the indivf 
benignly. 


alists, the backlash of voters who saw the 


ile who firmly believe that a government 
dual but will dutifully use this power 


The present government came to power in 1962 on the votes of conservative nation¬ 
being given away to incompetent 


iuntry 


(cont. on page 36) 
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CHILDREN'S RIGHTS AND INCEST DECRMINALIZATION (cont. from page 16 ) 


parental privilege. Rothbard's trusteeship ownership is ambiguous and arbitrarily 
(and unnecessarily) favors the parent. A parent or guardian could, for instance, 
assert that a child attempting to leave is "not really capable of determining its own 
desires" and, thus, argue that it is not actually impeding the child from carrying out 
a precisely understood desire to leave. 

Just as significantly, Rothbard's definition of the child's status prevents the 
child from making basic determinations about the use and development of its mind and 
body. A clear recognition of the young person's self ownership from conception still 
permits full and unabrogated parental property rights. A child may choose over itself 
but it may not impose on the lives and property of others. In practical terms, this 
means a child can say and think what it wishes, own property, contract to work and 
engage in mutually voluntary sexual practices including, for instance, masturbation — 
as long as its actions do not objectively damage or impede the functioning of the 
familial household. The latter, of course, does not constitute a license to impose a 
parental tyranny of taste and belief on the young dependent as most are wont to do 
today. In practical terms, the right of a person to its own life may be considered 
to commence at conception. The presence of consciousness or body morphology is irrel¬ 
evant to the presumption of self sovereignty in a potentially volitional entity. For 
example, an unconscious stranger found on the roadside may be a mongoloid idiot with 
little or no capacity for reasoned choice or a moron with enough skills to survive 
with friendly guidance. In any case, the good Samaritan's attempted revival is done 
at the risk of recrimination and legal suit. An attempt, for instance, at forced 
committment to a hospital or sanitarium even "in the best interest" of the injured 
party is an infringement on his or her basic liberty to reject medication and incar¬ 
ceration. Any obvious sign of resistance to treatment, or care, should terminate any 
further imposition of physical force. 

A lowered state of consciousness, or irrational behavior per se do not provide a 
valid basis for a presumptive imposition of force over the will and authority of another 
person's life. The only valid basis for intrusive force against an individual is when 
an obvious threat of violent force is displayed by that individual, or when an infringe¬ 
ment is in progress, or has already been committed. 

Although one may judge the level of consciousness and, thus, volitional capacity 
as lacking or non-existant; any imposition of force carries the attendent risk of 
future suit for damages. The only prudent approach to pre-verbal and non-ambulatory 
infants is benign and non-coercive treatment insofar as is possible. Unsolicited 
guardianship is an ambiguous role in ethical terms. Only those who combine a compe¬ 
tent understanding of infant care and the nature of rights should permit themselves 
to enter that role. In the case of ambulatory and verbalizing children, the guardian 
should solicit their voluntary consent to further care and supervision. The only force 
which may be employed against the child is, as in the case of other relationships, 
defensive in nature. Defensive force does not mean punitive force. As both parent 
and child have the option to unilateraly terminate the relationship, the best solution 
to frustrating impasses produced by unsupportable conduct may be separation or aband¬ 
onment. The serious threat of such should be sufficiently sobering to achieve re¬ 
dress of the discordant behavior. 

As I have established in earlier essays?, the dependent's right to its own life 
does not supercede the right of its parent at any stage of its existence: it is an 
equal right. Thus, although an embryo-fetus does indeed have a right to its own life, 
such as it is, it may be evicted at the convenience of the host mother. All altruistic 
and mystical arguments to the side, at no time does the parent, or anyone else for^ 
that matter, suffer the liability of an ethically enforceable "implied contract" to 
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its dependent. 0 The parent has the right to terminate all support at its own conven¬ 
ience but it may not infringe on its ward by inflicting punishment or non-defensive 
coercion. And, in turn, the child may leave as soon as it desires. It is up to the 
conscientious libertarian parent or guardian to inform its child-ward of its rights 
and the risks associated with their imprudent implementation from the earliest stage 
of development. 

As draconian as this approach to familial relationships may at first appear, it 
is imminently rational and just. The present approach to the dependent young categor¬ 
izes them collectively as weak incompetents who must be protected from themselves and 
everyone else. As a result, legally under-age "minors" suffer a deprivation of self¬ 
sovereignty for the first eighteen to twenty-one years of life. 

As a result of this system, many young persons fail to mature into productive 
and independent personalities. More significantly, tens of millions are legally re¬ 
strained from deciding the course of their own lives and are compelled by police 
force to attend stultifying public schools. They are threatened with penal incarcer¬ 
ation for engaging in pursuits permitted to adults. Altruistic rationales have been 
employed to inaugurate laws preventing minor-age persons from acquiring gainful em¬ 
ployment, thus, effectively eliminating the possibility for them to economically 
support themselves and achieving independence and self respect. Religion, law and 
custom perpetuate an age-caste system which in every manner abuses and denies the 
rights of the young while unnecessarily burdening the "adult" population. 

On a psychological level the altruist family system degrades children into accept¬ 
ing a field nigger mentality. Children are ordered to perform tasks supportive of 
the vamily and are reduced to abject mendicancy for the slightest exercise of their 
own choice. Aside from the brutal physical abuse to which many children are subject¬ 
ed (the overwhelming majority of which goes unattended) are the more subtle but more 
long-lasting consequences of the authoritarian hypocrisy and cynicism which permeates 
contemporary family life. When children are not treated as unskilled field niggers 
(and these slaves are not only maligned for their sloth and ineptitude but shamed 
for their ingratitude!), they are more often than not trained into the status of a 
super pets or star performers. In some ways the life of modern youngsters parallels 
that of slaves in ancient Rome whose only chance of success was to graduate from un¬ 
skilled forced labor to the patrician-inspired glories of gladiatorial sports. Although 
it is never seen in these terms, a "boy's 1 life is a transition from the drudgery of 
onerous chores to making it big in fulfilling his father's vicarious desires in a 
"that's my boy" sports mania (an excelleit dramatization of which is available in 
the film "Bloodsport"). For the "girls", life amounts to helping mother with the 
chores and "keeping out of trouble" i.e. (remain ignorant about sex and maintain chas¬ 
tity (which means doing everything but breaking the hymen).9 In the upper classes, 
the physical abuse and slave labor syndrone of low-income families, tends towards the 
genteel and pampered incarceration which over decades of "upbringing" produces the 
effete and ineffectual neurotic rage so prevalent among rebellious college youth. 
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the youth to a self-sustaining and self-directing existence as soon as possible. 

Anyone who has travelled in Africa, Asia or South America, and who has encoun¬ 
tered the large populations of street urchins, will have to agree that many children 
of five or six years of age are quite willing and able to sustain themselves under the 
most difficult of circumstances. If the insulation of children from a working life 
quest for existence is questionable, the prolonged adolescent dependencies past the 
age of puberty is utterly ridiculous. 

This criticism is not meant as a preparatory barrage against intellectual devel¬ 
opment, in fact, the opposite is true. There is mounting evidence that earlier learn¬ 
ing-education theories have stunted the intellectual development of millions of pre¬ 
school age children by perhaps 30 or more I.Q. points. Parents actually were induced 
by these theories to avoid advanced stimulus of their pre-school children by precon¬ 
ceived notions of learning stagesJO It is quite evident that most if not nearly all 
children with proper parental attention can attain literacy by the fourth year. Learn¬ 
ing rates in humans are maximal in the first few years of life. The present altruist 
attitude has led to the treatment of infants as mental defectives precisely at the 
period of greatest learning efficiency. As a result, the vast majority of persons 
suffer the loss of their best learning years and are sentenced to a lifetime of play¬ 
ing "catch-up ball" in the actualization of their own mental capacities. 

This early malnutrition of the mind is compounded by the public education system 
which by its bureaucratized and politicized character must approach individual learning 
abilities and requirements in a more or less standardized format. ( 1 Children are not 
only discriminated against by race and class, but also by minor behavioral peculiari¬ 
ties. 


A tragedy of enormous proportions is now taking place in what amounts to an in¬ 
creasingly widespread compulsory drugging of loosely diagnosed "hyperkinetic" and 
"learning disabled" children. Although psycho-active drugs are a valuable aid in 
mitigating various disorders, hundreds of thousands of school children are being re¬ 
duced to a state of zombeistic passivity and drug dependency to satisfy the classroom 
sensitivities of "overloaded" public school teachers. This terrifying destruction of 
a whole generation of young human beings is thoroughly examined in Peter Schrag and 
Diane Divoky's The Myth of the Hyperactive Chi Id .12 There can no longer be any doubt 
(if there ever was any) that the public school system is nothing more than a system 
for mass indoctrination, and now, the drug manipulation of any and all young humans 
displaying any deviance from collective-statist norms. 

Even without these more obvious abuses, the public educational system will, by 
force of its "public" nature, always be unable to meet the varied desires of young 
persons.13 Economically, the state schools have been human warehouses preventing 
children and adolescents (and now in college, post-adolescents) from gaining the most 
important education of all -- that gained as an actual competing participant in the 
workplace and marketplace. 

The young are unnecessarily isolated from the realities of life. They want the 
self-esteem gained from making their own_way and they are extremely sensitive to the 
implication of their adjudged incompetence which is stressed in every aspect of their 
lives. Being a "child" is anologous to a sane person being held in an asylum. In¬ 
fants are not born "children" but rather as human beings with a total apparatus to 
learn, act and satisfy themselves. They are transformed into "children" by parents, 
teachers, clergy and the state apparatus. Often they remain that way for their entire 
li fetime. 
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irrationality, promote acceptance of arbitrary force and authority. An individual who 
is alienated from his or her sexuality is more easily alienable from self. 


Desiring but fearing an important aspect of your life is essential to the self- 
loathing and other-envy so crucial for the mystical rejection of reason and intellect. 
A person who feels shame for his own basic desires, but cannot understand why, is not 
likely to trust in the efficacy of his own judgement. This is well understood by 
totalitarian regimes. In Red China, the indoctrination process against sexual desire 
has labelled it a "mental illness"16. The political indoctrination of school children 
has,, according to eyewitness reports, totally repressed interest in sex among young 
persons. This achievement has to be the envy of the anti-sexual Christian world. 

The soul-person dichotomy ultimately requires the mind-body dichotomy. Fragmen¬ 
tation of the individual personality is part of a weakening and inhibitory process to 
instill a sense of acquiessence, resignation and abdication of responsibility and 
authority over self. This condition is "enculturated" in the personality of the 
infant so that he will remain a "child" for the rest of his life. The authoritarian 
family unit cannot permit self dominion in sexual affairs since it obviously fosters 
a development of egoism. As a unit based on self-sacrifice, and arbitrary authority 
and physical force, the authoritarian family head cannot permit an autonomously de¬ 
rived pleasure. It threatens the interdependent structure of emotional buttressing 
within the family collective and it ultimately threatens the authority of the family 
head. At the center of the family unit's political economy, i.e. its allocation of 
wealth and property control, and its micro-caste division between adult and child,and 
gender caste between male and female (not to speak of generational divisions) of 
power and status, is the psychosexual organization of the family unit. At the center 
is the married couple's monopoly of genital eroticism. All other forms of endogamic 
eroto-sexuality are generally prohibited with the exception of pre-genital eroti¬ 
cism of the mother-child relationship. The sexual prohibitions not only include self- 
induced orgasm, and exogamic eroticism but extreme taboos on endogamic sexual release 
for the child. 


Most powerful of all sexual taboos is the prohibition of incest. Incest when 
voluntary should not be a crime in a libertarian society. Sexual relations between 
family members, if voluntary, is no worse and no better than that occuring between 
geneticallyand socially unrelated persons. Incest is a victimless crime. Undoubtedly, 
incestuous relationships at times involve coercion, deception and have disillusion¬ 
ing and even traumatic consequences. This is no more necessarily the case than in 
"adult" exogamic relationships. As is the case with any other category of human 
transaction, the only valid basis for the use of intrusive police force by non-in : 
volved parties, is the presence of initiatory force and the complaint of the victim. 


for 


Incest, however, is of far more profound importance to the liberation of youth 
from the fetters of social and legal coercion than merely as another category to 
join the already lengthly list of victimless crimes. The incest taboo is not uni¬ 
versal to all human societies, the ancient Egyptians, Iranians and Incans, for in¬ 
stance, had no incest prohibitions. In fact, the pharaonic dynasties which lasted 
several thousand years were the result of continuous sibling marriages. _ Just as 
signigicantly, incest taboos have varied enormously in different societies and in 
different epochs. In several cultures, marriages between mother and son arenot only 
permitted but considered socially desirable, in others, brother-sister relations are 
permitted. Even the ancient Greeks had no formal legal ban on incest. However, 
incest taboos were extended by the Roman Church by Pope Leo III in 800 AD to the 
seventh degree of relationship. This ridiculous extension of the prohibition was a 
direct attempt to constrain all sexuality to the utmost.17 In sum, the incest taboo 
has always been a relative matter. It has no objective, rational scientific basis and 
as will be shown, it is an anachronistic hangover of primordial authoritarian collect!- 
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RETALIATORY RECAPTURE (cont. from page 10) 
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Libertarian Party who has been an ardent campaigner for state office said: "If I 
had won, I wouldn't know what the Hell was the RIGHT thing to do once in the Legis¬ 
lature!") It has reduced all political campaigns to futile "educational" promotion 
foisted on an incredulous and uncomprehending electorate. Predictably, the result 
has been a sense of despair and defeat producing a continual political de-activiza- 
tion of supporters. Instead of building political capital, the anti-statist movement 
merely has been burning out personnel produced by the intellectual resurgence of anti- 
statism in the last few decades. This failure basically has resulted from an unwill¬ 
ingness to translate philosophical premises into political ideological programs for 
change. Thus, the intellectual vanguard of the Libertarian Movement is still caught 
up in nonsensical anarchoid prejudices. 

The Political Action Caucus asserts that a vigorous and disciplined attainment 
of political power is absolutely necessary in achieving the abolition of the State. 
Although we must continue our education of the masses as to the desirability and 
achievability of our program, we must use every channel to achieve power and influ¬ 
ence in government. This will take considerable time and effort but it is the only 
way which promises a reasonable opportunity for victory. 

The alternative of violent revolution against the State is ethically acceptable 
but it is not expedient at this stage and, hopefully, it is avoidable. Any individual 
who is being coerced or threatened by the State has the moral prerogative to respond 
with retaliatory force against any affiliated part of the State apparatus. In con¬ 
tradistinction to existing terrorist norms, we categorically assert that the pre¬ 
rogative of retaliatory force absolutely precludes its use against innocent parties. 

It is very likely, of course, that the growth of anti-statist reform political forces 
will engender a violent "civil war" with outgoing statist elements. Should this 
come about we should be totally prepared not only to obliterate our antagonists from 
the surface of the earth but cauterize their evil presence for all of history. 

The Doctrine of Retaliatory Recapture may only be accurately and efficiently 
implemented by an organized group. Assuming, for instance, that one individual carried 
out the Doctrine by having himself elected as a senator to the U.S. Congress, and 
then merely remained in office enjoying the perquisites of power while not endeavor¬ 
ing to do everything within his power to bring down the State should be judged as a 
collaborator and accomplice to statist crimes. Naturally, one person elected to 
office would be severely limited to his capacity to redirect the process of govern¬ 
ment. In fact, a radical anarcho-capitalist elected as a Democrat or Republican 
might do well to maintain the appearance of a "liberal" or "conservative" while 
doing everything possible to help other anarcho-capitalists into office until a 
numerically sufficient bloc had been achieved to gain control. 

The actions required of any particular person, whatever position he may hold, 
should not lead to a loss of that position so as to permit our capacities to increase 
stage by stage. What we can do and should do at any stage must be in line with our 
capacities. We must not overreach our tactical strength at any point. It is ridicu¬ 
lous to expect a holder of public office to attempt to impose a libertarian program 
all alone. For example, a recent commentary in a leading libertarian journal 
sharply admonished Australian Prime Minister Malcolm Fraser for not applying his 
Objectivist-leaning (as it is theorized he his a devotee of Ayn Rand) views in office. 
This is ridiculous. Assuming Fraser held a consistently libertarian position there 
would be no practicable avenue for radical change. Who would help him? The meager 
and disorganized forces of the Worker and Progress parties? The best Fraser could 
do, if indeed he is one of us, is to lie low and stay in office until we are strong 
and organized enough to give him support. 
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SPECIAL REPORTS - RHODESIA (cont. from page 27) 

savages. Winston Field first lead the Rhodesian Front Party to victory on a 'White 
Rhodesia' platform, but after failing badly at the Federal Break-up, he was easily 
ousted and replaced by Ian Smith who had deserted the previous liberal government of 
Edgar Whitehead. 

The declaration of Independence in 1965 was not the only option open to the 
Rhodesians, and, in the light of subsequent events, appears to have been a mistake, or 
even treasonable (to Rhodesia) if one queries the support given at the time by Oppen- 
heimer of the Anglo-American Corp. who has since proved to be one of free Rhodesia's 
most.implaccable enemies while still enjoying massive government protection of his 
enterprises. Taken from that point of view it would appear to have been necessary to 
rally all Rhodesians behind a single god-like hero in order to eventually bring them 
all to believe that black Marxist-Social ism is the only inevitable and sensible form 
of government in Africa. Whatever the reasons, it succeeded in multiplying the power 
of government tenfold. All this in the name of a state of emergency which has existed, 
non-stop for twelve years, during which time, the Rhodesians kept their heads above 
water financially and had imposed upon them a 'world beating' constitution which isn't 
worth the paper on which it is written. 

To go into the constitution would take up many thousands of words and an inter¬ 
pretation many thousands more. However the meat is simply that the power of government 
and the President are enshrined while the individual citizen is politely fobbed off 
with a non-judiciable 'Declaration of Rights'. It contains a conveniently simple 
suspension mechanism in the Declaration of Emergency which is firmly backed up by the 
all-encompassing Emergency Powers Act and its' attendant Emergency Regulations. These 
regulations have the full power of law but were devised by the Minister and his depart¬ 
mental advisors without debate in Parliament, as is the case with all regulations in 
this country. As a point of interest, of 31 prospective candidates (Rhodesian Front) 
at the recent election 29 admitted not having read the latest Emergency Powers Regu¬ 
lations, and this in spite of full press coverage over a period of some weeks. If a 
people truly get the government they deserve, they are about due for a Black Demagogue. 

Rhodesia's leaders have placed tremendous emphasis on private enterprise and pri¬ 
vate ownership of property over the last few years and have succeeded in convincing 
many that they are indeed capitalists. There is property ownership and full investment 
of capital. The government has massive control, they or one of their commissions or 
boards. This country has travelled from wild bush via unfettered free-enterprise, 
the only system which can build a country, to a virtual totalitarian state in 80 
short years. Now that, in the eyes of the outside world that is real progress, the 
only hang-up is the colour of the result. 

THE FUTURE ANARCHO-CAPITALIST MILITARY DEFENSE (cont. from page 3 5) 

Thus, in summary, the problem of providing area defense without resorting to 
coercion or without requiring altruistic sacrifice is basically resolved and with it 
the last major theoretical or practical objection to anarchocapitalism. The way to 
future victory in establishing a voluntary social order is in general terms clearly 
delineated. We can accomplish anarchocapitalism within our lifetime and by so 
doing, advance the level of human life with unimaginable (in terms of present 
academic thought) acceleration. An anarchocapitalist social order will support 
within two generations a population several times that which presently exists at a 
level per capita wealth which will exceed that of the richest nations today. An 
anarchocapitalist economy will encompass the entire Solar System. We'll be mining 
and industrializing the raw resources of the moon within twenty years, in fifty 
we will be exploiting the Asteroid Belt, Saturn and Jupiter. There is no forseeable 
end to our potential growth -- as soon as we free ourselves of tyranny. 

-Richard R. Slomon 
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merits for the moral defensibility of such occupations as prostitution, pimping, 
smuggling and blackmailing. 

2. The PAC was able to spearhead and organize support for a youth rights plank in 

the U.S. L.P.'s 1977 platform against heavy “trad" opposition. See my article « 

"Kidlib Now" Versus State , Vol. I, #2. 

3. In his essay "Kid Lib" Rothbard asserts "...the child must always be free to * 

run away; he then becomes a self-owner whenever he chooses to exercise his right to 
run-away freedom." In Egalitarianism As A Revolt Against Nature and Other Essays , 
Washington D.C.; Libertarian Review Press, 1974, p. 78. 

4. See my articles "MACS: The Killer Ideas" Versus State , Vol. I, #2 and "Religion 
and Communism - Part One", Versus State, Vol. I, #3 and "Part Two". Versus State. 

Vol. I #4. - 

5. See my article "Abortion and Chattlehood" Quest (Journal of the ISFSC, Seattle) 

Vol. I, #5. 

6. Rothbard, Op Cit , p. 91. 

7. Richard R. Slomon, "A Refutation of the Anti-Abortion Position", Seattle, PAC 
Publishing, March 1977. See also my article "Abortion" V.S., Vol. I, #2. 

8. See my answer to George Steven Swan's arguments on implied contracts in "A 
Refutation of the Anti-Abortion Position", p. 10. See also my article, "Fraud Is Not 
A Libertarian Concept", V.S., Vol. I, #1 and my "Implicit and Explicit Modes of 
Information Transfer" (Seattle: ISFSC Memorabilia, January 1974). 

9. Although this attitude of the "girls" is changing, especially in liberal-pro¬ 
gressive upper middle class, it is still more or less dominant (if somewhat under 
seige) in the blue-collar lower-income groups. Paul Goodman could still say in 
1956 that his work on the lack of stimulation for youth was directed to "'young men 
and boys' rather than 'young people' because the problems I want to discuss in this 
book belong primarily, in our society, to the boys: how to be useful and make some¬ 
thing of oneself. A girl does not have to, she is not expected to, 'make something' 
of herself. Her career does not have to be self-justifying, for she will have 
children, which is absolutely self-justifying ... our 'youth troubles' are boys' 
trouble -- female delinquency is sexual: 'incorrigibility' and unmarried pregnancy." 

In, Paul Goodman, Growing Up Absurd: Problems of Youth in the Organized Society 
(New York, Random House, 1960, c. 1956, p. 13.). 

10. Joan Beck, How to Raise a Brighter Child (New York: Pocket Books, 1977). 

11. The generic incompetence and the coercive character of the government education 
monopoly has experienced an accelerated decline in the United States as a result of 
the system's excesses. In the grammar and high school levels pupil populations have 
declined but budgets have soared as a result of inflated wage settlements by statu¬ 
torily protected teacher unions and high construction costs. Most U.S. citizens 
have lost trust in the government schools and taxpayer revolts in various forms 
against increased school funding are on the rise. Accelerating the disenchantment 
have been the greatly lowered levels of academic achievement as shown in declining 
national test scores and the skyrocketing rise in school crime rates. Howard 
Flieger, writing for U.S. News and World Report (June 14, 1976), summarizes the 
exploding catastrophe of juvenile crime in the P.S. system: "Study after study shows 
hundreds of public schools are little more than jungles of crime ... in the past 
year pupils committed 100 homicides, 9,000 rapes, 12,000 armed robberies, 270,000 
burglaries and did more than a half billion dollars worth of damage to school prop¬ 
erty." As if this were not horrendous enough, white families who fled the crime in- 
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sexual life styles later in life. The rise of a bisexual life style in this country 
to a large extent is the result of a youth sexual rebellion and the adolescent 
homosexual transition. An informative work on this subject is Robin Lloyd's For 
Money or Love: Boy Prostitution in America (New York, Vanguard Press, Inc. 1976). 

16. The Communist Party in China has a slogan that says "making love is a mental 
illness that wastes time and energy". In a society where ail one's capacities are 
collectivized that is, in fact, true. All personal pleasure is a waste of time. 

The investigative work by a French physician Georges Valensin who observes that the 
Party's viewpoint "...seems to be unquestioningly accepted by the overwhelming 
majority of Chinese, above all the young", in Bernard D. Kaplan "Red China, Where 
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JOIN THE PAC! JOIN THE FUTURE! 


(DON'T REPEAT THE PAST! MAKE THE FUTURE!) 


The U.S. National Political Action Caucus is recruiting a coast-to-coast net¬ 
work of first-stage activists and organizers. In the past two months, we have been 
successful in establishing a thriving organization in our Northeastern Seaboard 
Region under our Manhattan based Regional Director, Robert Ryon. New contacts, 
monetary contributors and members have been giving support and joining our ranks, 
not only from the U.S., but from other countries as well. Many hardcore anti¬ 
statists, disillusioned by the ineffectual and contradictory programs of various 
traditional anti-statist organizations, have found new promise for victory in PAC. 
The advanced ideological character of our position and the necessary philosophical 
revisions we advocate, however, are already producing a reaction against us by 
those unreasoning elements in established organizations. Very recently, one of 
our modest (paid) advertisements for VERSUS STATE was presumptuously censored from 
the "Florida Libertarian" by its editor, Jeff Dai ell, because he considers our 
tactical proposals "unethical". Like many residual altruist-collectivists masquer¬ 
ading as libertarians, Mr. Dai ell obviously wants to protect his readers from 
themselves. They might just get an idea he doesn't like! We expect to be the 
target of more irrational abuse as the full meaning of our proposals is understood. 
Reactionary elements presently leading the anti-statist movement adrift have 
already begun a campaign of slander, slur and smear against the PAC. In a sense, 
this will work in our favor by sifting out the faint-hearted and uncomprehending 
while simultaneously alerting the hard, progressive vanguard of militant anti- 
statism to the superiority of our program. Of course, there is the unfortunate 
result that many otherwise clear-thinking activists will be temporarily misled by 
the reactionaries. We expect that our subscribers will be among the first to 
join the ranks of the PAC in cooperating towards a true and efficacious program 
to dismantle and abolish the State. 



Vanquish the State, 

{Z 


Richard R. Slomon 

Director of the U.S. National 

Political Action Caucus 
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